
and cannot be complied with without incurring extreme economic 

hardship; and that Petitioners were denied due process by the 

Regional Board. Apple Valley County Water District also 

requested that the State Board consider vacating the order as 

it applies to all lots which are located at an elevation of 

40 feet or more above groundwater. 

This petition has been held in abeyance for a period 

of time based upon the fact that Petitioners and the Regional 

Board staff were working on revisions to the current waste dis- 

charge requirements which might be satisfactory to Petitioners 

and, thus, 1' 
_. 

eliminate any need for State Board review., I When 
.) 

1/ informed that the Regional Board planned to consider new require- 

ments for the tract at its January 11, 1979, Board meeting, 

William R. Attwater, Chief Counsel for the State Board, wrote to 

Petitioners on December 15, 1978, stating that it was inappropriate 

to proceed with State Board review at this time. 
I 

In a letter dated December 29, 1978, Edward F. Taylor, 

Esq., responded that Apple Valley Ranchos would not insist on 

State Board review of Order No. 6-77-93 until the Regional Board 

had considered the proposed new requirements, which he anticipated 

would occur at the March 1979 Regional Board meeting, if not 

before. Apple Valley Ranchos has also informed the Regional 

Board that it wishes to present additional evidence which was not 

available at the tim'e Order No. 6-77-93 was adopted. Apple Valley 

County Water District did not respond to the State Board's letter 

of December 15, 1978. 
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Ina letter dated January 4, 1979, Robert Caverly of"Reserve 

Oil and Gas Company wrote to the Executive Officer of the " 

Regional Board confirming the rescheduling of the consideration 

of revised requirements to the April Regional Board meeting. 

I. DISCUSSION 

Since Petitioner Apple Valley Ranchos/agreed to the 

proposal to hold the pending appeal.in abeyance until Regional 

Board consideration of proposed new requirements for Tract 8476 

and since Petitioner Apple Valley County Water District has not 

objected to the proposal not to proceed at this time, we have 

decided to dismiss the petitions without prejudice to the cause 

of Petitioners. Either Petitioner may file another appeal 

requesting review of the Regional Board's adoption of new waste 

discharge requirements for Tract 8476; or, if new requirements 

are not adopted within a reasonable period of time, the current 

petitions may be refiled. FJe will review any such petition 

expeditiously in keeping with our newly established goal to 

process petitions within 120 days from receipt of a completed 

petition. 



IT IS, THEREFORE, ORDERED that this matter be dismissed 0 \. 
without pre'j'udice. 

Dated: FEB 15 1979 

js/ W. Don Maughan 
W. Don Maughan, Acting Chairman 

/s/ William J. Miller 
William J. Miller, Member 

II 

/s/ L. L. Mitchell 
L. L. Mitchell, Member 
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